To:  Harrison,  Melissa[Harrison. Melissa@epa.gov] 

Cc:  Smith,  Paula[Smith. Paula@epa.gov];  Mylott,  Richard[Mylott.Richard@epa.gov] 

From:  McCiain-Vanderpool,  Lisa 

Sent:  Thur  8/20/2015  3:30:59  AM 

Subject:  RE:  AP  Questions  divided  up  by  JIC/R8  and  HQ 


The  Q&A  document  that  he  sent  earlier  today  was  what  he  was  working  on.  There  is  some  slight 
overlap  but  they  don’t  directly  answer  Matt’s  questions. 

I’ll  forward  it  to  you  in  case  you  didn’t  get  it.  I also  worked  on  two  other  responses  today  and 
they  also  slightly  overlap  but  don’t’  answer  his  q’s.  I’ll  send  you  all  3 docs  following  this. 


Lisa  McCiain-Vanderpool 

Public  Affairs  Specialist/Media  Officer 

Office  of  Communications  and  Public  Involvement 

US  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Region  8 

1595  Wynkoop  Street 

Denver,  Colorado  80202 

Office  303.312.6077 

Cell  303.501.4027 


From:  Harrison,  Melissa 

Sent:  Wednesday,  August  19,  2015  9:21  PM 

To:  McCiain-Vanderpool,  Lisa 

Cc:  Smith,  Paula;  Mylott,  Richard 

Subject:  Re:  AP  Questions  divided  up  by  JIC/R8  and  HQ 


Rich  told  me  he  was  working  on  a number  of  Matt's  questions  this  past  weekend.  Just  want  to 
make  sure  we  aren't  duplicating  efforts.  Rich-where  do  we  stand  with  the  work  you've  already 
done? 

Melissa  Harrison 
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Press  Secretary 


EPA 

Office:  (202)  564-8421 
Mobile:  (202)  697-0208 

Harrison.Melissa@epa.gov 


On  Aug  19,  2015,  at  1 1:01  PM,  McClain- Vanderpool,  Lisa  <Mcclain- 

Vanderpool.Lisa@epa.gov>  wrote: 

All  - I’ve  divided  up  the  questions  by  JIC/R8  and  HQ  (my  guesses  at  that)- 1 kept  them  in 
the  order  of  Matt’s  email  so  we  don’t  get  confused. 


I reviewed  them  to  see  if  any  of  the  WSJ/Epoch  Times  and  Q&A  draft  doc  questions 
answer  any  of  them  and  some  overlap  but  don’t  directly  answer  them  so  they  all  need 
answers. 


1.  Please  provide  baseline  data  that’s  being  used  to  support  EPAs  statements  that 

“sediment  sample  concentrations  are  trending  toward  pre-event  conditions”  Please  provide  this 
information  for  multiple  locations,  including  the  Durango  area  or  vicinity,  the  Farmington  area  or  vicinity,  and 
Lake  Powell. 

In  Progress  w/HQ  EOC 


2.  The  EPA  has  built  four  containment  ponds  to  clean  and  then  discharge  continuing 
runoff  from  the  mine.  How  long  does  the  EPA  expect  those  containment  ponds  to  remain  in 
place?  What  other  work  at  the  site  of  the  spill  is  under  consideration  immediately? 

JIC  Durango 
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3.  Is  additional  work  planned  for  any  nearby  mines  that  are  interrelated  with  Gold  King? 
Please  provide  names  of  those  mines,  what  work  is  being  considered  and  any  timeline  for 
when  it  will  be  conducted. 

R8 

4.  What  long-term  plans  for  stopping  the  flow  of  wastewater  from  Gold  King  are  under 
consideration? 

JIC  Durango 


5.  what  is  the  cost  estimate  for  long  term-remediation  for  Gold  King  (or  the  Gold  King 
area  including  other  mines)? 

JIC  Durango? 


6.  Can  the  EPA  provide  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  its  response  to  the  spill  to  date?  Has 
the  EPA  set  aside  any  money  to  deal  with  this  accident  on  an  ongoing  basis? 

JIC  Durango? 


7.  We  were  told  by  Bureau  of  Land  Management  that  the  EPA  maintains  a database  of 
mines  on  non-public  lands.  Can  you  provide  me  with  an  electronic  copy  of  this  dataset, 
preferably  in  an  Excel  or  comparable  file,  along  with  a data  dictionary  that  explains  each 
field  and  records  contained  in  it? 

R8? 


8.  Please  provide  further  details  on  the  Administrator’s  order  from  last  week  to  cease 
work  on  field  investigations  at  other  mine  sites.  Without  some  context,  the  order  doesn’t 
mean  too  much  to  us:  how  many  mine  sites  will  be  impacted?  Where?  Does  the  order  apply 
to  cleanup  work  that  is  ongoing  or  simply  investigative  work  that  would  come  before  a 

cleanup? 

HQ  EOC 
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9.  How  likely  are  the  contaminants  to  re -mobilize?  How  long  will  this  remain  a potential 
problem? 


JIC  Durango 


10.  Mines  have  been  leaking  contamination  into  some  of  these  rivers  for  many  years;  will 
the  Gold  King  spill  appreciably  increase  the  contamination  load  in  the  sediments  for  the 
Animas,  San  Juan  or  other  water  bodies? 

R8? 


11.  If  the  contaminants  do  re-mobilize,  what  are  the  chances  that  they  will  pose  enough  of 
a threat  to  prompt  more  drinking  water  advisories,  closing  of  rivers,  etc? 

(we  have  a partial  response  stating  that  any  additional  events  would  be  smaller  in  scale,  but 
would  appreciate  more  detail) 

JIC  Durango 

12.  Are  there  any  plans  to  try  to  remove  contamination  from  sediment?  Is  that  even 
possible? 

JIC  Durango 


13.  or  analytes  listed  in  the  tables  of  data  results  (including  arsenic,  cadmium,  chromium, 
lead,  iron,  barium,  etc)  can  you  please  provide  corresponding  EPA  water  quality  criteria? 

JIC  Durango? 


14.  had  Gold  King  Mine  been  designated  a Superfund  site,  what  would  have  been  the 
chances  of  the  spill  happening? 

R8? 

15.  how  many  mines  are  currently  on  the  National  Priorities  List?  Can  we  get  a list  of  those 
or  is  there  a way  to  search  on  the  Superfund  website? 

HQ-OSWER? 
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16.  Is  there  a gauge  of  how  often  resistance  to  a Superfund  designation  by  local  officials  has 
prevented  a site’s  listing? 

HQ  OSWER? 


17.  Was  a preliminary  assessment  ever  completed  on  the  Gold  King  Mine  or  for  a group  of 
mines  including  Gold  King? 

R8 


18.  it’s  my  understanding  that  the  EPA  has  said  a water  treatment  plant  estimated  to  cost 
$12-$17m  (and  $1M  a year  to  operate)  would  be  able  to  clean  the  water  in  the  Animas.  Is 
that  correct?  And  if  so,  is  it  the  type  of  expense  that  Superfund  would  cover? 

R8 


Lisa  McClain- Van  derpool 

Public  Affairs  Specialist/Media  Officer 

Office  of  Communications  and  Public  Involvement 

US  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Region  8 

1595  Wynkoop  Street 

Denver,  Colorado  80202 

Office  303.312.6077 

Cell  303.501.4027 
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